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DEWI EKA PUTRI, (2020): The Effect of Using Talking Chips Technique 
on Students’ Speaking Ability at the Eleventh 
Grade of Senior High School 1 Tambusai 
 Based on the writer’s observation at Senior High School 1 Tambusai, most of the 
students had problems in speaking activities in teaching and learning process because they don’t 
know how to apply the theory that they had learnt in real situation. The purpose of this research 
was to find out whether there is a significant difference on students’ speaking ability taught by 
using talking chips technique and taught without using talking chips technique of the Eleventh 
Grade of Senior High School 1 Tambusai 
 This research was experimental research. The type of this research was quasi 
experimental design. It consisted of two classes, they were experimental class and control class. 
The population of this research was the Eleventh Grade of Senior High School 1 Tambusai. The 
total of population of the eleventh grade students was 150 students from 6 classes. The sample 
was XI.IPA1 as control class and XI.IPA2 as experimental class. The sample was taken by 
cluster random sampling. The writer used speaking test to collect the data and to know students’ 
speaking ability.  
 In analyzing the data, to find out whether there is a significant difference on students’ 
speaking ability taught by using talking chips technique and taught without using talking chips 
technique, the writer used independent sample t-test. Based on the analysis through SPSS 18, it 
was found that the score of to was 2.013 and ttable from df was 48 at the level significance of 5 % 
is 1.677 and the level significance of 1 % is 2.406. It means that to is higher than ttable. it can be 
read that 1.677 < 2.013 > 2.406. Thus, the writer concluded that Ha was accepted and Ho was 
rejected. It means there was significant difference of Students’ Speaking Ability Taught by 
Using Talking Chips Technique and Taught without Using Talking Chips Technique of the 





على قدرة التحدث  تحدثاستخدام تقنية بطاقة الأثر (: 0202، )ديوي إيكا فوتري
ثانوية المدرسة الالحادي عشر في فصل التالميذ لدى 
 تامبوساي1الحكومية 
تالميذ ، معظم التامبوساي1احلكومية ثانوية املدرسة اليف باحثة ال ةاستناًدا إىل مالحظ
التعلم ألهنم ال يعرفون كيفية تطبيق النظريات التعليم و مشاكل يف التحدث أثناء عملية هلم 
 ةاختالفات كبرية يف قدر رفة عمهو بحث ال اها يف املواقف احلقيقية. الغرض من هذو اليت تعلم
فصل اليف  هدونعليم بباستخدام تقنية بطاقة التحدث والتعليم بني الت التالميذالتحدث لدى 
 .تامبوساي1احلكومية ثانوية املدرسة العشر يف  احلادي
فصل مها ،ويتكون من فصلنيحبث شبه جترييب.  هنوعو هذا البحث هو حبث جترييب. 
هي العينة ،و تامبوساي1احلكومية ثانوية املدرسة اليف تالميذ تم  واجمل. يضابطفصل جتريبيو 
لقسم  احلادي عشرالفصل و كفصل ضابطي   1لقسم العلوم الطبيعية  احلادي عشرالفصل 
العنقودية العشوائية.  ةهي أخذ العين ةتقنية أخذ العينو . كفصل جترييب  2العلوم الطبيعية 
 .هماختبار التحدث جلم  البيانات ومعرفة قدرة حتدثباحثة ال تستخدموا
الذين علموا التحدث لدى التالميذ  ةقدر بني اختالفات ملعرفة  يف حتليل البياناتو 
صيغة اختبار باحثة ال ت، استخدمهدونب والذين علمواباستخدام تقنية بطاقة التحدث 
t املستقلة للعينة. استناًدا إىل نتائج التحليل باستخدام صيغة اختبارt للعينة من خالل  ةاملستقل
 df  =48، 2،013احملصولة هي  مالحظةtنتيجة  ،برنامج احلزمة اإلحصائية للعلوم االجتماعية
% 1ويف مستوى األمهية  1،677% هو 5يف مستوى األمهية  df 48استنادا إىل  جدولtو
(. فاستنتجت 2>  2،013>  1،677) جدولtأكرب من  مالحظةt. ويعين أن 2،406هو 
الباحثة أن الفرضية البديلة مقبولة والفرضية املبدئية مردودة. ويعين أن هناك اختالفات كبرية 
يف ه دونعليم باستخدام تقنية بطاقة التحدث والتعليم ببالتيذتالمقدرة التحدث لدى يف 
 .تامبوساي1احلكومية ثانوية املدرسة ال










 ث  دُّ حَ الت  ة  رَ د  ى ق لَ عَ  ت َحدُّث  ال ة  اقَ طَ ب   ة  ي  ن  ق  ت   ام  دَ خ  ت  س  ا  أَثَ ر  (: 0202، )ديوي إيكا فوتري
َرَسة  ي  ف   رَ شَ ي عَ اد  حَ ل َفص ال  ال َتاَلم ي ذ  ى دَ لَ  ال َمد 
َدة  ة  ي  و  انَ ث ال م ي ة ال َواح   تامبوسايال ح ك و 
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DEWI EKA PUTRI, (2020): Pengaruh Penggunaan Teknik Kartu 
Berbicara pada Kemampuan Berbicara Siswa 
Kelas Sebelas di Sekolah Menengah Atas 
Negeri 1 Tambusai  
Berdasarkan hasil observasi penulis di SMAN 1 Tambusai, sebagian besar 
siswa mempunyai masalah pada kegiatan berbicara pada saat proses belajar mengajar 
karena mereka tidak tahu bagaimana merapkan teori yang telah dipelajari pada situasi 
yang nyata. Tujuan penelitian ini adalah untuk mengetahui apakah ada perbedaan 
yang significant pada kemampuan bicara siswa antara pengajaran menggunakan 
teknik kartu berbicara dan pengajaran tanpa menggunakan teknik kartu berbicara di 
kelas sebelas SMAN 1 Tambusai.  
Penelitian ini adalah penelitian eksperimen. Jenis penelitiannya adalah quasi 
eksperimen. Penelitian ini terdiri dua kelas yaitu, kelas ekperimen dan kelas control. 
Populasi pada penelitian ini adalah siswa SMAN 1 Tambusai dan sample nya adalah 
kelas XI.IPA1 sebagai kelas control dan XI.IPA2 sebagai kelas eksperimen. Teknik 
pengmbilan sample adalah cluster random sampling . Penulis menggunakan tes 
berbicara untuk mengumpulkan data dan mengetahui kemampuan berbicara siswa.  
Dalam menganalisis data untuk mengetahui perbedaan antara kemampuan 
berbicara siswa yang diajarkan dengan menggunakan teknik kartu berbicara dan yang 
tidak diajarkan dengan menggunakan teknik kartu berbicara, penulis mengunaka 
rumus independent sample t-test. Berdasarkan hasil analisis dengan menggunakan 
rumus independent sample t-test melalui SPSS 18, hasil tobserved yang diperoleh adalah 
2.013, df adalah 48 dan ttable yang berdasarkan df 48 pada taraf significant 5% adalah 
1.677 sedangkan pada taraf 1% adalah 2.406. Berarti tobserved lebih besar daripada ttable 
(1.677 < 2.013 < 2.). Jadi, penulis menyimpulkan bahwa alternative hypothesis (Ha) 
diterima dan null hypothesis (Ho) ditolak. Berarti terdapat perbedaan yang significant 
pada kemampuan bicara siswa dengan pengajaran menggunakan permainan ular 
tangga dan pengajaran tanpa menggunkan teknik kartu berbicara dikelas sebelas 
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A. The Background of the Problem 
Speaking is one of language skill that should be mastered by students 
because it is tool for communication in English. Speaking seems intuitively 
the most important because speaking seems includes all other skills of 
knowing that language Ur (2003) cited in Khamkhien (2010). Based on what 
Ur said, it is clear that speaking has relationship with other component of 
English, such as listening skill, grammar, fluency, and accuracy. 
Speaking can be bridged for communication among people for sending 
messages. It helps people express their thought, ideas, feelings and emotions 
to other. Developing speaking skills helps creating an effective connection 
among individuals’ society. In the classroom of learning process, students are 
required to speak a lot. Being able to speak in different discourse is a must 
then. To give an opinion, to participate in discussion, to present the course 
materials, and many other academic activities are done through speaking. In 
short, speaking cannot be avoided in language learning at higher education. 
It can be concluded that speaking skills plays good instruction in 
language learning process and it also important role in building 
communication. Regarding with (Hasibuan & Ansyari, 2007), speaking is 
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something essential in language instruction and much more than the ability to 
read write, or comprehend oral language. 
As a foreign language or second language, English learners usually 
have difficulties in mastering it especially in speaking. Almost all English 
learners have difficulty in communicating this language. There are some 
problems in speaking activities faced by the learners. There are four problems 
faced by the learners in speaking activities Ur (2003) cited in Rohadi (2013). 
“The problem included inhibition, nothing to say low or uneven participation, 
and mother-tongue use” these four problems will cause the accuracy and 
fluency in speaking. Speaking is like another skill, such as driving or playing 
as musical instrument: the more practice you get the more likely it is you will 
able to speak Thornbury (2006) as cited in Aesyad (2014). Most English 
learners actually know that they have to always practice many times in their 
spare time to gain good speaking. It is clear that many students could not 
speak English fluently. 
Senior High School 1 Tambusai is one of Senior Highr School in 
Dalu-Dalu. It is located at Transmigrasi Dalu-Dalu Street NO. 58 Tambusai. 
There are science and social as major in the school. As a formal education 
institution, this school offers English subject as the compulsory subject to the 
students. Senior High School 1 Tambusai uses 2013 curriculum (K13). This 
school provides English lesson for students which include listening, speaking, 
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reading, and writing. Regarding to 2013 curriculum, the goal of learning 
English is to develop the students’ communicative competence in 
interpersonal, transactional, and functional text by using kind of English text 
in spoken and written. Therefore, interpersonal is a text is used to connect 
with other people with aim that we can establish good communication with 
others, and transactional is a text used to connect with other people with the 
aim that we get what we want from the use of text, furthermore functional text 
is a text used to convey something that has a specific purpose and message 
according to the typo of text used. Then, according to syllabus of 11
th
 grade in 
Analytical Exposition Text, the language feature of Analytical Exposition 
Text is using simple present tense, word that link argument, such as firstly, 
secondly, in addition, and furthermore. Analytical exposition text is the text 
that elaborates the writer’s idea about phenomena surrounding. Its social 
function is to persuade the reader that the idea is important matter, and 
analyze the topic that the thesis/opinion is correct by developing an argument 
to support it. 
Based on observation, students still feel difficult to speak English even 
the teacher asked them to speak. Furthermore Senior High School 1 Tambusai 
has decided the Minimum Criteria Achievement (MCA) is 75. 
The researcher found most students at 11
th
 grade of Senior High 
School 1 Tambusai have difficulty in speaking in while they are not able to 
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speak by producing accent, grammar, vocabulary, fluency and comprehension 
in analytical exposition text sufficiently. In fact, the teacher has taught the 
students by some ways, such as teacher taught students by telling their ideas 
in front of the class, talking with their friends about some topic and telling 
what they think about that topic. 
Based in statement above, teacher has taught maximally, but some of 
students still have problems and difficulties in speaking. Speaking is not easy 
for students, especially for students in Indonesia where English is learned as a 
foreign language because English is not used in daily communication. So, it is 
more difficult to master speaking English. As a result speaking ability of 
students is still weak. 
As for the weakness mentioned above are caused by internal and 
external. Based on the problem, the researcher can find some phenomena as 
follows: 
1. Some of the students were afraid of making mistake while 
speaking. 
2. Some of the students were not able to speaking English fluently. 
3. Some of the students were not able to pronounce the word 
correctly. 
4. Some of the students were still weak in grammar. 
5. Some of the students were lack of vocabulary. 
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Based on the problem above, the researcher tries to implement 
appropriate strategy to help students participate in classroom 
discussing and able to convey their idea to others named by 
TALKING CHIPS. In this technique, the students will divide into 
some groups and each member in the group will have chance and role 
to speak. Therefore, this technique is hoped to improve students 
speaking ability fluently and accurately. Therefore, the researcher is to 
investigate the problems whether that students who will teach by using 
talking chips technique will have improvement towards students 
speaking ability in the research entitled “THE EFFECT OF USING 
TALKING CHIPS TECHNIQUE ON STUDENTS’ SPEAKING 
ABILITY AT THE ELEVENTH GRADE OF SENIOR HIGH 
SCHOOL 1 TAMBUSAI DALU-DALU” 
B. The Problem 
1. The Identification of the Problem 
Based on the background above, the researcher finds out the problems 
that identified as follows: 
a. Why were some of the students afraid of making mistake while 
speaking? 
b. Why were some of the students not able to speak English fluently? 




d. Why were some of the students still weak in grammar? 
e. Why were some of the students lack of vocabulary? 
2. The Limitation of the Problem 
Based on the identification above, it shows that there are some 
problems in this research, it is important for researcher to limit the problem in 
order to pay more attention to specific one. So in this research, the researcher 
just focus on using Talking Chips Technique in teaching Speaking Ability at 
Senior High School 1 Tambusai to encourage students express their ideas. 
3. Formulation of the Problem 
The researcher questions are formulated in the following questions: 
1. How is students’ speaking ability in group discussion taught by using 
Talking Chips Technique of the Eleventh Grade of Senior High School 
1 Tambusai Dalu-Dalu? 
2. How is students’ speaking ability in group discussion taught without 
using Talking Chips Technique of the Eleventh Grade of Senior High 
School 1 Tambusai Dalu-Dalu? 
3. Is there any significant difference between students’ speaking ability 
taught by using Talking Chips Technique and without it of the 






C. Objective and Significance of the Research 
Based on the research questions above, the objective of this research 
is stated as follows: 
1. To find out the students’ speaking ability in group discussion taught 
by using Talking Chips Technique of the Eleventh Grade of Senior 
High School 1 Tambusai Dalu-Dalu. 
2. To find out the students speaking ability in classroom discussion 
taught without using Talking Chips Technique of the 11
th
 Grade of 
Senior High School 1 Tambusai Dalu-Dalu. 
3. To know whether there is any significant effect between students’ 
speaking ability taught by using Talking Chips Technique and without 
it of the Eleventh Grade Senior High School 1 Tambusai Dalu-Dalu. 
There are several benefits of this research mentioned below: 
1. This research is useful to researcher in learning how to conduct the 
research. 
2. This research finding is also expected to be useful for students and 
teachers at Senior High School 1 Tambusai. 
3. This research finding also expected to be informative for those 
who are concerned in the world language teaching and learning 
general. 
4. To be references for the next researchers who have some problems 
as the teacher. 
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D. The Reason for Choosing the Title 
a. The researcher is very interested in carrying out this research in order 
to know the effect of using Talking Chips Technique in students’ 
speaking ability. 
b. The title of the research is relevant to the research status as a student 
of English Education Department of State Islamic University if Sultan 
Syarif Kasim Riau. 
c. The title of this research is not investigated by other previous 
researchers yet. 
E. The Definition of the Term 
a. Effect 
Regarding to (Hornby, 2005), effect is change that something or 
somebody causes in something or somebody else, or result. The researcher 
concludes that effect is something that will give influence to something else. 
In this research, effect refers to the effect of using Talking Chips Technique 
on students’ speaking ability of the Eleventh grade at Senior High School 1 
Tambusai. 
b. Talking Chips Technique 
Talking Chips Technique is developed by (Kagan, 1992). He said that 
Talking is a word taken from the English language, means to speak, while the 
Chips means that the card. So, the meaning of Talking Chips is the card to 
speak. In Talking Chips, the students are divided into small groups of about 4-
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6 people in group. In the groups, the students are asked to discuss an issue or 
subject matter. Each group is given 4-5 cards used for students in talking. 
After the students give their opinions, the cards put on the table of their group. 
The process is continued until all students cans use their cards to speak. This 
technique makes no students more dominant and no students to be passive; all 
students have to express their opinions. 
c. Speaking Ability 
Speaking ability is competency of the students to express their ideas, 
opinions or feeling in oral communication which is represented by the scores 
of speaking is only an oral trail of abilities that it got from structure and 
vocabulary. According to Harmer, Speaking is including in productive skills. 
In this research, this term means that how students share their ideas in spoken 
language. The speaking ability in this study meant that speaking in classroom 






REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 
A. Theoretical Framework 
1. The Speaking 
a. The Nature of Speaking Ability 
Speaking is the one of important skill in English. By using 
speaking, you can express what in your mind or your ideas. The use of 
language is more important than knowing the use of language Jie 
(2009) in Dedi (2013). When speaker and hearer are interacting or 
communicating orally, each focuses in other hand, communication is 
good when speaker and interlocutor understand one another. It means 
that learning practice is crucial thing than only learning the theory. 
There are various definitions of speaking taken from some 
experts. According to Brown (2004, p. 140) speaking as a productive 
skill can be directly and empirically observed, those observation are 
invariably colored by the accuracy and effectiveness of a test-taker’s 
listening skill, which necessarily compromises the reliability and 
validity of an oral production test. It means that speaking is an activity 
involving 2 or more people in which the participants in both the 
listeners and the speakers have to act what they listen and make their 




Speaking is the process of building and sharing meaning 
through the use of verbal and non-verbal symbol, in a variety of 
context Chaney (1998) cited by Kayi (2006). It means that speaking 
consist both verbal and non-verbal symbol to share something to other 
people. 
From the theory above it can be summarized that speaking 
ability is an essential tool for communication in a foreign language. 
Speaking cannot be separated from language learning because it is a 
productive skill which measures the improvement in learning 
language. Speaking a foreign language is an effective oral 
communication which requires the ability to use the language 
appropriately in social interaction. 
 The Components of Speaking 
There are several components that should be considered in 
speaking ability which is explained below: 
a. Accent  
Accent is combination of three components: intonation 
(speech music) liaisons (word connections), and 
pronunciation (the spoken sound of the vowels, consonants, 
and combination). As you go along, you will also realize 
that the grammar you studied before and this accent you are 




Part of the difference is that the grammar and 
vocabulary are systematic and structured-the letter if the 
language. Accent, on the other hand, is free form, intuitive, 
and creative-more the spirit of language. So, thinking of 
music, feeling, and flow, let your mouth relax into the 
American accent (Ann Cok, 2000). 
 
b. Grammar 
Grammar is one of language components. It should be 
understood by students in order to be able in speaking 
English well. Brown states that the grammar is a system of 
rules governing the conventional arrangement and 
relationship of words in sentences. By using the correct 
grammar the listener will know when the action happen, 
where the action takes place, who is the audience, who is 
the speaker etc, although for the beginners, they are not 
forced to speak with correct grammar. Using the correct 
grammar makes someone know the real meaning in the 
sentence (Brown, 1994). 
c. Vocabulary 
Language consists of words. Vocabulary is the 




2005) “Nunan views that acquisition of an adequate 
vocabulary is essential for successful second language use 
because without an extensive vocabulary we will be unable 
for comprehensible communication. It means that mastery 
is one of the important components in communication 
process because the language exists by words, and words 
added from vocabulary” (Unan, 1994). 
d. Fluency 
The fluency of someone when speaking might draw 
that he or she is able to speak well. But, it needs to be 
noticed that the intelligibility of the words pronounced is 
also important. Koponenin Luoma (2004, p. 88) stated, 
“Definition of fluency often included references to flow or 
smoothness, rate of speech, absence of excessive pausing 
absence of disturbing hesitation markers, length of 
utterances, and connectedness.” 
In addition, Luoma stated that fluency is the ability to 
talk freely without too much stopping or hesitating. At the 
level of someone’s fluency when speaking, it can be seen 
whether he or she speaks natural without some hesitation 





Comprehension are know and understanding. It 
indicates that the speakers and listeners have to understand 
what the intended meaning of the speaker when he or she 
says something. 
Base in explanation above, it can be concluded that 
students’ speaking ability can be measured on the aspects 
of pronunciation, grammar, vocabulary, fluency, and 
comprehension. Students should pat attention in their 
grammar, in expressing their ideas. Also, they have choose 
correct vocabulary to describe what they want to deliver. 
b. Teaching Speaking 
One of the way to develop their speaking is by teaching 
speaking. Teaching speaking is a process of language learning where 
teacher gives motivation to the students so that they are more 
interesting in speaking skill. In addition, language learning is related to 
the interaction with other people. It is important to be understood that 
language is a tool of people to do something and convey information 
through their word exactly in speaking. Actually as we know that, in 
language learning, the teacher is a motivator who gives a lot of 
motivation to students, but most important are a teacher correct 
students’ speaking practice and gives feedback to students. Harmer 




to get their pronunciation exactly right. Then the teacher will often 
correct (appropriately) every time there’s a problem. It means that the 
teacher can give feedback later. 
Furthermore, in learning speaking, of course the students have 
to practice it every time to make their speaking is fluent. On the other 
hand, it is sometimes considered a simple process in Nunan (2003, p. 
48). It means that the teaching speaking, there is no preparing for 
conversation, but it totally natural. According to Scott (2010, p. 33), 
part of the magic of teaching young children a foreign language is 
their unspoken assumption that the foreign language is just another 
way of expressing what they want to express, but there are limitation 
because of their lack of actual language. 
On the other hand, the teacher also teaches the students speak 
in Second Language by interacting (Kayi, 1998). It can be applied in a 
group, when the students collaborate in groups to achieve a goal or to 
complete a task. Besides, the students will have the opportunity of 
communicating with other in the class activity to reach the goal target 
language. 
For all of the theories and explanation above, it is clear enough 
that teaching speaking cannot be ignored as an important English skill 
to be mastered in order to enable the students to use the target 




necessary. The teachers not only have to give explanation to the 
students how to speak proficiently and ask them to speak. But teachers 
also should create a classroom environment where students have real-
life communication, authentic activities, and meaningful tasks that 
promote oral language. Therefore, teachers should encourage students 
to be able to communicate some referential meaning in the target 
language. 
c. Goal of Teaching Speaking 
The goal of teaching skill is communicative efficiency. It 
means that learners should be able to make themselves understand, 
using their current proficiency to the fullest. They should try to avoid 
confusion in the message due to faulty pronunciation, grammar, or 
vocabulary, and to observe the social and cultural rules that apply in 
each communication situation. 
d. Types of Classroom Speaking Performance 
Brown offered six similar categories apply to the kinds of oral 
production that students are expected to carry out in the classroom: 
1. Imitative 
A very limited portion of classroom speaking time may 
legitimately be spent generating “human tape recorder” 
speech, where, for example, learners practice an intonation 




of this kind is carried out not for focusing on some 
particular element of language form. 
2. Intensive 
Intensive speaking goes one step beyond imitative to 
include any speaking performance, that is designed to 
practice some phonological or grammatical aspect of 
language. Intensive speaking can be self-initiated or it can 
even from part of some pair activity, where learners are 
“going over” certain forms of language. 
3. Responsive 
A good deal of student speech in classroom is 
responsive; short replies to teacher or students-initiated 
questions or comments. 
4. Transactional (dialogue) 
Transactional language, carried out for purpose of 
conveying or exchanging specific information, is an 
extended form of responsive language. 
5. Interpersonal (dialogue) 
Interpersonal dialogue carried out more for the purpose 
of maintain social relationship that for the transmission of 
facts and information. 




Students at intermediate to advance levels are called on 
to give extended monologues in the form of oral report, 
summaries, or perhaps short speeches. 
Based on the explanation above, expressing ideas in classroom 
discussion is including in responsive in term giving question or 
comments each other. The reason why does the researcher choose 
responsive? Because in this research focuses on discussion and giving 
question and answer, or giving comment or response each other. 
e. The assessment of Speaking 
In teaching speaking, speaking assessment is very important to 
measure students’ speaking ability. According to Brown (2004, p. 104) 
Assessing speaking is challenging because there are many factors that 
influence students’ speaking ability on how someone is able to speak 
language. When the researcher assesses speaking, it means that the 
researcher gives instrument well will be determined the reliability and 
validity of an oral production test. Assigning as score ranging from 
one to four for example is not easy. The lines of distinction between 
levels are quite difficult to point. The researcher can spend much time 
to see the record of students’ performance to make in accurate 
assessment. 
Kitao & Kitao (1996) say that speaking is the most difficult 




grammar, and coherence, which implies a difficulty at the time to be 
objective with the speaking aspects to be tasted. The researcher donate 
that when testing oral production a speaker can utter understandable 
ideas, but making pronunciation and grammar mistakes. In this 
manner, it is complex to decide what aspects of the oral production can 
be assessed at a time. Moreover, speech involves a construct of several 
parts line content, fluency, vocabulary, and accuracy, and when testing 
an interaction, they should not be separated. 
There are two ways to assess speaking. There are holistic 
scoring and analytic scoring. According to O’Melly (1996, p.65) 
When using a holistic scoring, so the researcher may discover that 
students do not always fit neatly into one category or another. This is 
because each student is unique and may not conform totally to a single 
category. The researcher should assign the rating that most closely first 
students’ actual performance. 
It means that holistic scoring uses a single score as a bass of an 
overall impression. This holistic way has advantages of being quick 
and is perhaps suitable for informally assessing progress. 
While, analytic scoring according to O’Malley (1996, p. 66) 
analytic is weight rating scales, while complicated and time 
consuming to use, are most effective for communicating diagnostic 




analytic scoring to uses a separate score for different aspect of the task. 
While, the researcher takes a long since it requires the teachers to take 
a variety of factors into account and is probably fairer and more 
strengths of the students’ performance. On other hand, the 
disadvantages of this analytical scoring is that the score may be 
distracted by all categories and lose sight of the overall situation 
performed by the students. So in this research, the researcher used 
analytic scoring. 
2. The Talking Chips Technique 
a. Approach, Method, and Technique 
According to Richards and Rodgers (2001) a method is 
theoretically related to an approach, organized by the design, and 
practically realized in procedure. Method is implementation, meaning 
that a technique is something that actually that actually takes place in 
language teaching or learning in the classroom. 
Before Anthony (1963) discussed and defined the term, the 
language teaching literature generally accepted technique as a super 
ordinate term to refer various activities that either teachers or learners 
perform in the classroom, in the other words, technique include all task 
and activities. 




Talking chips is one of technique in teaching speaking skill 
that it can done in small group. This technique is a part of talking in 
card form. Talking chips strategy is the technique for speaking skill 
Turville (2008) cited in Dari (2014). Talking chips is a group 
participant that use of several chips in their procedure. 
According to Hilson (2010, p. 164) Talking chips is the 
strategy guarantees equal participation in discussion groups. It means 
that this strategy more effective in groups, because the discussion 
group is a place to achieve goal of target language. Sp, the group must 
be able to make students to learn of their speaking skill effectively, 
and all group members must help their friends in group. 
Talking chips is the strategy that makes the value of everyone’s 
contribution tangible and give chance to speak Gray (2010) as cited in 
Dari (2014). It means that the all students have opportunity to practice 
speaking in the front class that to try their confidence and fluency. 
c. Teaching English in Speaking Ability by Using Talking Chips 
Technique at Senior High School 1 Tambusai 
Senior High School 1 Tambusai is one of Senior High Scool in 
Dalu-Dalu. It is located on Treanmigrasi Dalu-Dalu Street NO. 58, 
Tambusai. There are two major in this school are Science and Social. 
As a formal education institution, this school offers English subject as 




Tambusai uses 2013 curriculum (K13). This school provides English 
lesson for students which include listening, speaking, reading and 
writing. Regarding to 2013 curriculum, the goal of learning English is 
to develop the students’ communicative competence in interpersonal, 
transactional, and functional text by using kind of English text in 
spoken and written. Interpersonal is a text is used to connect with other 
people with aim that we can establish good communication with 
others, transactional is a text used to connect with other people with 
the aim that we get what we want from the use of text, furthermore 
functional text is a text used to convey something that has a specific 
purpose and message according to the typo of text used. Then, 
according to syllabus of eleventh grade in Analytical Exposition Text, 
the language feature of Analytical Exposition Text is using simple 
present tense, word that link argument, such as firstly, secondly, in 
addition, and furthermore. Based on observation, students still feel 
difficult to speak English even the teacher asked them to speak. 
Furthermore Senior High School 1 Tambusai has decided the 
Minimum Criteria Achievement (MCA) is 75. 
d. Procedure of using Talking Chips Technique 
The procedure of using Talking Chips Technique to 




1. Teacher provides a discussion topic. 
2. Any students begin the discussion, placing his order chips 
in the center of the team table. 
3. Any students with a chip continue the discussion using 
their talking chips. 
4. When all chips are used, teammates all collect their and 
continue the discussion using their talking chips 
5. During the students speak about the topic, accuracy and 
fluency of student will be observed. 
6. Besides, in evaluation, the students will be assessed either 
their fluency and accuracy. 
Furthermore, the procedure of using Talking Chips 
Technique, Bowers and Keisler (2011, p. 138) stated that: 
1. Teacher assigns students to discussion a group and 
gives each students a designated number of chips to use 
during the discussion 
2. Teacher asks a question or provides a text to the groups 
and gives students time to gather their thought and 
record some of their ideas. 
3. Teacher tells students that this is a minimum number of 




4. Teacher asks students discuss, they place a chip in the 
center of the table when it is their turn to speak. 
Those are steps in procedure of Talking Chips. In case 
of teaching speaking, using strategy of Talking Chips is also 
easy. The researcher used the procedure of using Talking Chips 
Technique according to Syafriyadin because it easy to use, 
teacher can load the task in assignment feature. If teacher 
wants the students to prepare vocabulary first before ask 
students to speak practice. So, the students can make clues with 
details based on the topic is used. Once students turned in their 
works, teacher can give comment to give some feedback. At 
the final process, teacher are able to directing the way of 
student discussion in make and continue Talking Chips. 
e. Advantage of Using Talking Chips 
The advantages of using Talking Chips Technique is giving 
opportunity and also help all students in speaking practice more 
confident fluently in the class activity. The advantages of Talking 
Chips is recurring challenge in group work is managing discussions, so 
that every individual has a chance to contribute and no individuals 
dominate the meeting Gray (2010) cited by Dari (2014). It means that 




practice in front, so all of group member have opportunity to speaking 
practice in the classroom activity. 
In addition, according to Syafriyadin (2013) it is a technique 
encourages the students to be active in classroom and learn about 
cooperation in group. Next, this technique makes the students have 
chance to speak English because in Talking Chips, students are 
divided into several groups and each member of group will have a role 
to speak English. 
B. The Relevant Research 
There are some studies related to use of Talking Chips in teaching and 
learning process. Now, the researcher summarized some previous studies 
which can be the guidelines for the researcher in conducting the new one, and 
the way this research is different from the previous ones. The followings are 
explanation of some previous studies that related to use of Talking Chips. 
The first research was done by researcher Syafriyadin (2011) entitled 
“The Use of Talking Chips Technique in Improving Students’ Achievement”. 
The finding was about the research that was conducted by the researcher since 
in the classroom. The first cycle, the researcher provides technique to 
motivate students’ speaking. In the study, the researcher found the problems 
faced by students when given technique. For example, some students to be 
passive when they have given task, some students have not responds, some 




students could not produce 50 until 100 words per minutes, and several 
students produced silent pause when they speak. In the second cycle, the 
researcher found students’ problem about fluency and accuracy, and the 
researcher tried to solve the problems. The researcher gives motivation and 
feedback to students. In the third cycle, the students are very enthusiastic in 
doing Talking Chips Technique, so thet can to be active in speaking. 
The second research was done by the researcher Nisa (2013) entitled 
“The Use of Talking Chips Technique to Improve Students’ Speaking 
Ability”. She found the result of implementation Talking Chips Technique in 
students’ speaking ability. It can be seen from mean score of pre test and post 
test is 60 to 73.3. It means that students mean score improve 13.3 point. After 
known about the result of pre test, the researcher gives treatment to the 
students, than to the post test that the evaluation would same to the pre test. 
Based some previous studies above that related to use if Talking Chips 
indicating that it has been affective to be applied, the research conducted a 
further researcher on the use of Talking Chips toward students’ speaking 
ability. As reviewed before that the first research focused on the use of 
Talking Chips Technique in improving students’ achievement. While, the 
second researcher focused on the use of Talking Chips Technique to improve 
students speaking ability. In this study, the researcher used the different 
design and level with previous research. Differently was designed and level 




students’ speaking ability. Thus, it was clear that this research did not 
plagiarize the previous studies, but used those as guidelines and references in 
conducting the further research. In this research, the researcher focus on 
students speaking ability in use talking chips technique. 
C. The operational Concept 
The operational concept is derived from related theoretical concepts on 
all of variable that should be practically and empirically operated in academic 
writing (Syafi’I, 2014). The research design into two variables: independent 
variable (X) and dependent variable (Y). 
1. Variable X is using Talking Chips Technique. Talking Chips 
Technique is an independent variable. Talking Chips Technique 
refers to the teacher’s technique in teaching speaking. 
2. Variable Y is students’ speaking ability. Students’ speaking ability 
is dependent variable. 
Variable X 
 Teacher applies the technique as the procedure below: 
1. Teacher provides a discussion topic. 
2. Any students begin the discussion, placing his order chips in the 




3. Any students with a chip continue the discussion using their 
talking chips. 
4. When all chips are used, teammates all collect their chips and 
continue the discussion using their talking chips. 
5. During the students speak about the topic, accuracy and fluency of 
students will be observed. 
6. Besides in evaluation, the students will be assessed both their 
fluency and accuracy. 
Variable Y 
 To know the students’ speaking ability of the eleventh grade at Senior 
High School 1 Tambusai Dalu-Dalu, the researcher determines some indicator 











D. The Assumption and Hypothesis 
The Assumption 
In this study, the researcher assumes that the students who are taught 
by using Talking Chips Technique is implemented, the better students’ 
speaking ability will be. 
The Hypothesis 
Based on the assumption above, the researcher formulated hypothesis 
as follows: 
HO: there is no significant effect of students’ speaking ability taught by 
using Talking Chips Technique and taught without using Talking 




High School 1 
Tambusai Dalu-Dalu. 
Ha: there is significant effect of students’ speaking ability taught by using 
Talking Chips Technique and taught without using Talking Chips Technique 
of the Eleventh
 





METHOD OF THE RESEARCH 
A. The Research Design 
This research was experimental research. Based on (Cresswell, 20212) 
said that we use experimental research when we want to establish possible 
cause and effect between our independent variable. The design of this 
research was a quasi experimental research, to know the effect of using 
talking chips technique on speaking ability. The researcher decides to use 
quasi-experimental research because the availability of participant is limited 
and the number of population in the school was appropriate with the number 
if sample expected by the researcher. Moreover, the researcher decides to 
choosed quasi experimental research because the participants were organized 
well in the class where randomization was not possible. According to 
Cresswell (2012, p. 309), “quasi-experimental include assignment, but not 
random assignment of participant to groups because the researcher cannot 
artificially create for the experiment.” 
This researcher design used two classes. The first class was 
experimental class treated by using talking chips technique. The second class 
was control class which was treated without using talking chips technique. In 
this research there were two variables, the first variables was independent 




variable (students‟ speaking ability). Before doing treatment, the researcher 
administer pre-test and post-test to all samples. After treatment, researcher 
administer post-test to obtain the students‟ speaking ability in classroom 
discussion. 
Table III.1 
The Researcher Design 
Class Pre-test Treatment Post-test 
E X1 X Y2 
C X1 - Y2 
 
 Where: 
 E= Experimental class 
 C= Control Class 
 X1= pre-test for experimental and control class 
 Y2= post-test for experimental and control class 
 X= treatment for experimental class by using talking chips technique. 
B. The Time and Location of the Research 
The research was conducted from 30 September 2019 to 05 November 
2019. The location of this research was at Senior High School 1 Tambusai. It 
is located on Transmigrasi Street, Dalu-Dalu. 
C. The Object and the Subject of the Research 
1. Object of the Research 
The object of this research was the effect of using talking chips 





2. Subject of the Research 
The subject of this research was students of the eleventh grade 
at Senior High School 1 Tambusai 2019/2020. 
D. The Population and Sample of the Research 
1. The Population of the Research 
The population in this research was the eleventh grade students 
of Senior High School 1 Tambusai. The total of population of the 
eleventh grade students was 156 students from 6 classes. 
Table III.2 
The Total Population if the Eleventh Grade Students at Senior High School 1 
Tambusai 




1 XI IPA 1 25 25 
2 XI IPA 2 25 25 
3 XI IPA 3 25 - 
4 XI IPS 1 25 - 
5 XI IPS 2 25 - 
6 XI IPS 3 25 - 
Total 150 50 
 
This research used 2 classes as samples. In determining the sample, the 
researcher used 2 cluster random sampling. The total sample was 50 stduents from 2 
classes. The two classes as sample; the first class (experiment) was treated by using 
talking chips technique, and the second class (control) was treated without using 




Having the sample, the researcher used lottery by passing out the small roiled 
paper marked by sequence name of the class. Then after passing out the paper, the 
sample of the research were class XI IPA 1 as control class and XI IPA 2 as 
experiment class. 
E. The Technique of Collecting Data 
The data collecting was collected by administering pre-test and post-
test. The test is in oral form in type of responsive. The test was given to 
measure the students‟ speaking ability of both control and experimental 
classes. Researcher measures students‟ pronunciation, grammar, vocabulary, 
fluency, and comprehension. In this research, the researcher gave pre-test and 
post-test for every class. The test explained as follow: 
a. Pre-test 
Pre-test was given to measure students‟ speaking ability before 
they are taught by using talking chips technique. The test was 
given for both experiment and control class. 
b. Treatment 
Talking chips technique implemented for 5 times at the 
experimental class. Control class did not implemented talking 







Post-test was given to measure students‟ speaking ability for 
both experiment and control class after the experiment class had 
already been treated by using talking chips technique. 
1) The Validity of the Test 
In order to know the validity of the speaking test, the researcher used 
content validity. Content validity is partly a matter of determining if the 
content that instrument contains is an adequate sample of the domain of 
content the domain of content it is supposed to represent (Jack, 2006, p. 
153). Thus the test was given on the material study by students. The 
material of the test was taken from the textbook by the eleventh grade of 
Senior High School 1 Tambusai. 
2) The Reliability of the Test 
According to Gay (2000, p. 169) reliability is the degree in which the 
test consistently measures whatever it is measuring. Furthermore he says 
that to know the reliability of the test such essay test, short-answer test, 
performance and product test, and projective test, we are concerned with 
interjudge or intrajudge reliability, the interjudge reliability is also sad 
interscorer, interrater, or interobserver reliability. Accorning to Gay (2000, 
p. 175) Interjudge reliability refers to the scoring reliability of two (or 
more) independent scorer and intrajudge reliability refers to consistency of 




the scored that has been given by the Raters. In this research the 
researcher used interjudge (interrater) reliability which used two Raters to 
give score for the assessment. The following table describes that 
correlation between the first Rater‟ scores and the second Rater‟ scores by 
using pearson product moment correlation formula through SPSS 16. 
Instrument Pre Test 
Speaking Ability 
Analytical Exposition Text 
Analytical exposition text is the text that elaborates the writer‟s 
idea about the phenomena surrounding its social function is to 
persuade the reader that the idea is important matter, and to analyze 
the topic that the thesis/opinion is correct by develop an argument to 
support it. 
Generic structure of analytical exposition text 
1. Thesis 
Thesis is introducing the topic and indicating the 
speaker‟s point of view 
2. Argument 
Argument is explaining the argument to support the 
speaker‟s position. The number of argument may vary, but 
each argument must be supported by evidence and explanation 
3. Reiteration 
Reiteration is restating the speaker‟s point of view/to 
strengthen the thesis 
Respondent: The Eleventh Grade Senior High School 1 Tambusai 
Dalu-Dalu 
Instruction:  
1. Students several provided explain about 1 picture from 3 
pictures 
2. Students explain about Analytical Exposition Text 
3. Every students has 3-5 minutes to explain about Analytical 





4. When students prepare their topic, the students must answer 
some question: 
a. The definition about the picture that they choose! 
b. What is your opinion about the picture? Agree or disagree? 
c. Give your argument if you say you agree or disagree! 
d. Support your argument with some reason, minimal 2 
reasons. 
   
Picture 1: what do you think about trash? picture 2: what do you think about 
internet? 
 
Picture 3: students playing handphone 
 
The researcher used the same instrument for post test with instrument in the pre test. 
 
 
F. The Technique of Analyzing Data 
There were two variables; independent variable (X) and dependent 
variable (Y). Therefore, the suitable formula for analyzing the data was t-test 
formula. T-test was used to find out the different between pre-test and post-




variants: the t-test for independent sample and the t-test for related (or „paired) 
samples. The researcher used the t-test for independent sample or independent 
sample t-test to analyze the data. According to Gay (2012, p.351) the t-test for 
independent samples is a parametric test of significance used to determine 
whether, at a selected probability level, a significant difference exist between 
the means of two independent samples. 




















To= the value of t-obtained 
Mx= mean score of experimental class 
My= mean score of control class 
SDx= standard deviation of experimental class 
SDy= standard deviation of control class 
 The researcher used independent sample t-test and paired 
sample t-test through SPSS 16 to analyze the data of the research. 
In this research, the speaking was evaluated by concerning five 
components that should be considered in giving students‟ speaking ability 
score. According to Brown (2004, pp. 172-173), in assessing speaking, there 
are five components that should be considered in giving students‟ speaking 
ability score, every components have five levels and criterias. It can be seen 









1 Errors in pronunciation are frequent but can be understood by a 
native speakers used to dealing with foreigners attempting to speak 
his language. 
2 Accent is intelligible though often quite faulty. 
3 Errors never interfere with understanding and rarely disturb the native 
speakers. Accent may be obviously foreign. 
4 Errors in pronunciation are quite rare. 




1 Errors in grammar are frequent but speaker can be understood by a 
native speakers used to dealing with foreigners attempting to speak 
his language. 
2 Can usually handle elementary construction quite accurately but does 
not have thorough or confident control of grammar. 
3 Control grammar is good. Able to speak the language with sufficient 
structural accuracy to participate effectively in most formal and 
informal conversation on practical, social, and professional topics. 
4 Able to use the language accurately on all levels normally pertinent to 
professional needs. Errors in grammar are quite rare. 




1 Speaking vocabulary inadequate to express anything but the most 
elementary needs. 
2 Has speaking vocabulary sufficient to express him self simply with 
some curriculum locutions. 
3 Able to speak the language with sufficient vocabulary to participate 
effectively in most formal and informal conversations on practical, 
social, and professional topics. Vocabulary is broad enough that he 
rarely has grope for a word. 
4 Can understand and participate in any conversation within the range 
of his ecperience with a high degree of precision of vocabulary. 
5 Speech on all levels is fully accepted by educated native speakers in 
all its features including breadth of vocabulary and idioms. 







1 No specific fluency description, refer to other four language areas for 
implied level of fluency. 
2 Can handle with confidence but nit with facility most social situation, 
including introductions and casual conversation about curretnt events, 
as well as work, family, and autobiographical information. 
3 Can discuss particular interest of competence with reasonable easy. 
Rarely has grope for words. 
4 Able to use the language fluently on all levels normally pertinent to 
professional needs. Can participate in any conversation within range 
of this experience with a high degree of fluency. 
5 Has complete fluency in the language such that his speech is fully 




1 Within the scope of his very limited language experience, can 
understand simple questions and statements if delivered with slowed 
speech. Repetition or paraphrase. 
2 Can get the gist of most conversations of non-technical subjects. 
3 Comprehension is quite complete at a normal rate of speech. 
4 Can understand any conversation within the range of his experience. 
5 Equivalent to that of an educated native speaker. 
 Each component had level. Each component had 20 the highest score 
within every level has 4 score and the total of all components has 100. The 
specification of the test is as follow: 
Table III.4 
Specification of the Test 
No Speaking skill The highest score 
1 Accent 20 
2 Grammatical 20 
3 Vocabulary 20 
4 Fluency 20 





 The table above shows that the speaking result was evaluated by using five 
components and each component has score or level. Each component had 20 and as 




Classification of Students’ Score 
No The Score Level Category 
1 80-100 Excellent 
2 66-79 /Good 
3 56-65 Average 
4 40-55 Poor 
5 30-39 Fail 
(Arikunto, 2008, p. 245) 
 Next, to know the students‟ score of speaking ability in conversation higher or 
lower, the researcher used the score 75 based on the Minimum Criteria Achievement 
(MCA) at Senior High School 1 Tambusai. Thus, the students who got score ≥ 75 
they passed the Minimum Criteria Achievement (MCA), while the students got < 75, 






CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 
A. Conclusion 
This research was conducted to find out the students’ speaking ability 
taught by using talking chips technique in experimental class, the students’ 
speaking ability taught without using talking chips technique in control class 
and the significant difference of students’ speaking ability taught by using 
talking chips technique and taught without using talking chips technique of 
the eleventh grade at Senior High School 1 Tambusai. Based on data 
presentation and data analysis in chapter IV, the researcher concludes that: 
1. The students’ speaking ability taught by using talking chips technique 
in experimental class was categorize into average category with mean 
scores of pre-test was 55.20 and the mean score of post-test was 60.88. 
2. The students’ speaking ability taught without using talking chips 
technique in experimental class was categorized into good level with 
the mean score of pre-test was 53.60 and the mean score of post-test 
was 56.48. 
3. There was significant difference of students’ speaking ability taught 
by using talking chips technique and taught without using talking 
chips technique. It can be proved from tobserved and ttable. Based on data 
analysis tobserved is higher that ttable, tobserved was 2.013 and ttable from df 




ttable. It means that alternative hypothesis (Ha) is accepted and null 
hypothesis (Ho) is rejected (2.013>1.677). it means that, there is a 
significant difference of students’ speaking ability taught by using 
talking chips technique and taught without using talking chips 
technique of the eleventh grade at Senior High School 1 Tambusai. 
B. Suggestions 
After carrying out the research, the researcher found there are many 
problems and solution that will help students to speaking in English. The 
researcher suggests that: 
1. The Headmaster of Senior High School 1 Tambusai should give some 
facilities for the English teacher to improve their method in teaching 
English and also facilities for students to learning English. 
2. The English teacher can use this talking chips technique for learning 
English because it will help students easier to learn English. Talking 
chips technique can be used in learning English and it is one of 
cooperative technique in which the students work together in group. 
3. The students should have high motivation to learn English because if 
there is no motivation, they cannot start learning English and they 
always think that English is a difficult lesson for them. 
4. Next, researcher can give contribution in conducting the research 
especially about speaking ability and can find other methods or 
techniques to learn English 
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